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Needing a simpler 
nueleaivfreeze plan 

By Jo>*ph S Nye Jr. 

Serial to The Globe 

_l^).s! week a majority of the voters In right states 
ai d seve ral .clllps «uJ>jorl«J the Idea of a nuclear 
In-ezr shrtikj wt make of these resulls°On the 

one handyfreeiJ pro;>onents properly clatm that the 

__results are a message from the pub- 

COWME>OAfcV he that “en ough Is enou gh - On 
the trther hand, opponents of the 


fr* hut that t he Issue did not dd erjiilne the fJO«wo jifl|cnhao<x c 

i).iir'j.)c- of many. 0 any, congressional races Vft/S urlion of 


tn Suggesting an apparently aimpte nrs. * c P 

®ul 4he current freeze proposal tries to take toe big 
a tfilt at once, it ts considered Cither not as atmple a. 1 
It arems or not verifiable In cither case, the public 
may come to feel deceived and withdraw lu ajpport 
Moreover, even those who disagree with the Reagan 
Administration and believe that a rough parity exists 
In *+*■ US Soviet nuclear balance set some problems 
In tfre current-freeze proposal: 

‘■A’ key erms-control objective Is to insure that net - 
th$rside Is tempted to strike first In a crisis. Stopping 
a UK^irtolqgical change does not Assure crisis at abil¬ 
ity;-Technology ts a iwo-edgod sword Some chsnges 
hurt crisis stability, but some forced modernizations 
ran’iimprove It For example, a freeze in 1959 would 
hawe .slopped deployment of our Invulneieble Polaris 
submarine-based missiles -• that -would have made 
the.}960s less safe. On pie other hand a freeze In 
I96F might have avoided the Instability caused by the 
introduction in the ’70s of multiple Independently tar¬ 
ge ti<3r<*en try vehicles (MIRVs! on missiles. . 

If is an_c»pen questio n whether a freeze today 

sts^TabOTryorr^fr' 


~st . though lhls number drc>ps dramati- 
> '‘its feel a frr-ezt w rnjld allow the Scvl- 
*-_■*•> ha t greater nucVar strength than 
<='•«. or to cheat undetected. 

1Hz freeze mov erry n' cc z xt? 0 >e path 


-- = — -—-- . nc3ucll on of nuclear materials is hard to monl- 

i m results are consistent with kongstand- torf-lestlng and deplcymcnt lt-ss so But ambiguities, 

.n/’ p<.)li( attitudes our nuclear relationship cxiSf'i vtn for deployment. Should we freeze certain 

u uh the Sen .el Union. Polls show the public wants a delivery systems If we cannot freeze their counter- 

Lular.c* o loth pca« and strength. with current at- mr^suro,? For example.*should we prohibit new qul- 

ic-iiBoi: fcf-JSrtJ cn whichever of the two Is thought to ,*>!• tlci<£jSs)oT SleaJJh^afrtisJt If we cannot vertfiablv 

u ivegf - led. P» !is show that two thirds of Americans , froeJvTntlsubmarlne varfoie or almd-fenses? Vtt.at 

|W Utj that do to stability? .An ambitious list will 
until* *3Au negotiations. /Mo*ve©*,oM 

If nt-g.-.t rations for a freeze art going to be slow and 
|rcn,p|rv V by not Spend ttsat time and political cap- 
j> a I or, n r^ >t End rtduc- 

f» i*. s? .^c^r^ITvcTyT^irwen b frrzj£ tha:' 

slops rxw l*S programs that will threaten Soviet 
if} c ^ k£--d missiles in the Juturt. v incentives 
is v ^ «Jets have to respond lo oar efforts in the 

if sir fettle ettp.s- red Lictions talks to irt*jcc their cur- 
r* rcn£ ; tiircal to burfend-baned missiles? 

Despite these problems, fhnr Is merit In the fretzr 
Ide^ ff^il 1* reformulated to rapture the simplicity 
suujprd up in the public's view that "enough h 
t nojjr^.’* while avoiding the pitfalls fcbovt 

A on the'number of slr^Jegic warheads - each 

sickj fjoiv deploys roughh 11.COO on Fj'stems v>th 
i \ti KOO miles- vojld require tfiat an} v ar 
t-ra^Vo-^d-d to ttietvx a:s! nab vouid lx oojrpLn^at 
nd t(j' a 


Vt \f fd 4 r 

-I- 1 c grin s 
hi *7 ’3! Jr-C S 

t v / _ _^ 

.■i to v r. h the existing pnojic^al fa: t mutual and 

♦ bru. on ffke pif<?urtlc>n, testing j* nd drploy- 
:n nt Oz f &11 ; *>ar vtijons and tlr^r V»tn’ Sj's* 

i-i’H' Jhii > t?ie appeal of cv-n^rr* 3 hji tfslikely 
in b&\i fa p %r;zirt^ effect on opinion - t nj 
‘ikeh lo fonjf Uif Freskknt lrtinhrfa{jc a m^^Lirr he 
* .a$ airt>.o> eVur»unc^d . L f a frwe ts tc f ucx-»d. Its 
nt r »'jr f e r is r*usl fjhS~a formulation that loth the 

* . : T t r v. in r.!»n r< rtet govemments rfaji aocept. That 

ith f t hi S t - .rr pler treLif on t tie rmrr 'ri of str a- 
J-/ **»-»’ h. > i7 -?r :»rd oi. t»:4h si.Vs. 


u'.r j 
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4ht f 


- o' fhe firs< pith argue that the riert! of 
weighs cm tactical advantage of a 
-nch Rut this ts no! self evident. The vl r- 
»r»ov*(n»en1 has fxrai tlit revival of 
>*" fc«: the c^*riiplf a SLubjrc! of arms control 
far app^tntlv^ sjrn;-/^ f« -s* slrp. 
kijl >ht jc'ii frnr^r prop:^! t*des It false too b ig 
- o:-lX. )( 3)cv>r;sid' ied riUher n pkas slinpV^s 

or fKvl In elthei case 4 the public 

r anit toTreTSeTeivrd fa nd withdrew tts sup jort 
ev^n tbrx vlio disagree »ilh ti#c Reagan 
Administration and Ixllrvc that a nxigh exists 

US Suwc( nuck^ij halanoe sec soox problems 
:Rf cu it rntproposal: 

/ awrjs<^>ntnjl objective Is tr Insure that jvel- 
iiCf ^ »dt is ic.nplrd to strike firs! !n a crisis popping 
i j change d r.uJ a^.surt_crlsLs sl ahD- 

^ Tc’s^ noluQ Is a tuo-rr5grd swc^rtl Some changes 
#r: i risis stability, but some fur red cr:x k r ol^tio ns 
, .> r i^ip > »v e It Ft>r example, a f« t > 2r tn 19h9J wouJd 
S’o;;rd deployment of our fcoulncrabk Polaris 
ntkc'U - tv a t vojld have made 
ir»d, a frrtzt In 


-s^Tr,~e^uai num!r v sTl.»d 


i the simplicity 


a ‘ 


tr»t virKx of t y >t frtr^e idta J! Ids 
s irjple. .f i • ernt bst of U’ha! is tc-lx fre^zen {sbclrgk 
u c f-u/s!. 1* ie*uld be quickly negatiaied. ar#d Its ^ex 
^ hy the already r»tgoUa*rd SALT rules antTpTo- 

f nLtjlfc'slill obvrvrd by Ixkth sides, li avoids the po 


n 

1 . : i ? 


t a m kr,n t" b- srd m iss r les - L v jat 
c ( ff^T s^>^ )On tlx ofher 

iilglil havt k voided the Instability caused by the 


c*ditr!1c#n in the ‘70s of multiple independently tar- 


Ir nlial.h ^ r * T r gf ro us ar»prcu ch of fftrzlng tlx rdv«d: 1 n 

rneasureTrunTJ^^ It le^ds quickly tc r onq, 

complex arms-eonlrol negotiations v-lthckit reducJnj"' 
Soviet Inerntiyes Jo bargain. 

-V Re P AUirrt Gore (I>Tenn Isaid recently: “Whaf 
ve llcj^lc*day. an3”what the next Corigrtss will ur * 
gf nifyjrttrd. fs a ulandard agains? which to i^easvirr 
nuclear v^’eapems'programs “ A fre^-ze on strategic 
varhe^ds followed by negotiations focused on crisis 
stabJlily rr»_dd set such a practical standard. 

Jose ph S zVyc Jr. ts o professor of yovernmenl at 
HuTiKiid I'riii'L'rsily JTrorn )977 79. he l*gls deputy 
undefM'trelary of slaie. ‘ . 




















































